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REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

The present communication is responsive to the 
Official Action mailed August 30, 2006. A petition for a 
three-month extension of the term for response to said 
Official Action to and including February 28, 2007, is 
submitted herewith. Claims 1 and 2-2 0 are pending in the 
present application, claim 2 having been canceled by a 
previous amendment . 

Claim 1 is now amended to recite that the rod 
includes a wall that varies in thickness "in a transverse 
cross section." This arrangement is shown in Figure 5 of the 
present application. Claim 1 is also amended to provide 
proper antecedent bases for and to emphasize that the rod 
includes "only one groove or only two grooves" . Support for 
this amendment is included in paragraph [003 9] of the present 
application, and illustrated in Figure 5, which shows a rod 
having only two grooves, as well as in paragraph [0048] which 
explains that the rod can include "a single groove 18 only" . 
Additional amendments are made to correct dependency in light 
of the prior cancellation of claim 2. Therefore, the 

amendments include no new matter. Because the amendments are 
submitted in connection with a Request for Continued 
Examination, entry thereof is respectfully requested. 

Applicant thanlcs the Examiner for her courtesy in 
granting an interview with Applicant's Attorney, which was 
conducted on February 23, 2007. During this interview the 
parties discussed the outstanding rejections to the claims of 
the present application and amendments proposed by the 
Applicant in response thereto. These amendments include the 
aforementioned amendments made to claim 1 herein. The 
Examiner agreed that these amendments will serve to overcome 
the cited prior art. 
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Claims 1, 3, 5-9, 12-17, and 19-20 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent 5,588,447 to Gueret ("Gueret"). The Examiner has 
alleged that Gueret discloses all of the claimed elements of 
the present claims, including that the rod has a varying 
thickness around the housing. The Examiner has referenced the 
disclosure of Gueret at column 4, lines 57-65, and in Figure 
17, with particular reference to elements 9 "a and 9"b. As 
discussed in the February 22, 2007 telephone interview, in 
Applicant's invention, the wall varies in thickness as 
measured in a cross section that is transverse to the rod, as 
shown in Figure 5 of the present application. Gueret does not 
teach such an arrangement. In contrast, as shown in Figure 2, 
Gueret teaches that the thickness varies along the long axis 
of the rod. As agreed upon during the interview, claim 1 has 
now been amended to recite that the varying thickness of the 
wall is "in a transverse cross section". Because claims 3, 5- 
9, 12-17, 19 and 2 0 depend from claim 1, Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the § 
102 rejection over Gueret. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 16-17, 19 and 20 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Japanese Patent 4-28812 ("the Japanese Patent"). Applicant 
previously argued that the Japanese patent does not anticipate 
claim 1 because it does not teach a rod having only one or two 
grooves, instead teaching a rod having six grooves. The 
Examiner has rebutted this argument, alleging that the rod 
with six grooves taught in the Japanese Patent reads on the 
original language of claim 1 . She has suggested that 

Applicant amend claim 1 to exclude the presence of more than 
two grooves in order to overcome the Japanese reference. 
Accordingly, Applicant has now amended claim 1 in this 
fashion, reciting that the rod has "only one groove or only 
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two grooves situated opposite each other". Applicant, 
therefore, respectfully submits that claim 1 is allowable over 
the Japanese Patent, as agreed upon by the Examiner in the 
aforementioned telephone interview. Accordingly, Applicant 
requests that the § 102 rejection to claim 1 and claims 3-6, 
8, 16-17, 19 and 20, which depend from claim 1, be withdrawn. 

Claims 10 and 11 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being obvious over Gueret. The examiner alleges that 
Gueret teaches all the essential elements of the claimed 
invention except that the free ends of the bristles have a 
radius of curvature between 2mm and 12mm and more specifically 
between 4mm and 10mm and further alleges that such dimensional 
limitations are an obvious variation of the prior art. The 
basis for this § 103 rejection is false. The teachings of 
Gueret do not teach or suggest all of the elements of claims 
10 and 11, which depend from claim 1. Therefore, Applicant 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the § 103 re j ection " made 
to claims 10 and 11 over Gueret. 

Claim 18 has been rejected under § 103 as being 
obvious over Gueret in view of the Japanese Patent. The 
examiner alleges that Gueret and the Japanese Patent teach all 
the essential elements of the claimed invention except that 
the cap and rod are comprised of a molded plastic material, 
and it would have been obvious to use plastic as the material 
for the rod and cap. The basis for this § 103 rejection is 
false, as the combined teachings of the cited references do no 
teach or suggest all of the essential elements of the claim 
18, which depends from claim 1. Therefore, Applicant 

respectfully requests withdrawal of the § 103 rejection of 
claim 18 over Gueret in view of the Japanese Patent. 

In view of the above, each of the presently pending 
claims in this application is believed to be in immediate 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is 
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respectfully requested to withdraw the outstanding rejection 
of the claims and to pass this application to issue. 

If, however, for any reason the Examiner does not 
believe that such action can be taken at this time, it is 
respectfully requested that she telephone Applicant's attorney 
at (908) 654-5000 in order to overcome any additional 
objections which he might have. 

If there are any additional charges in connection 
with this requested amendment, the Examiner is authorized to 
charge Deposit Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 



Dated: February 28, 2 007 




Respectfully submitted, 
By^ 

Micha^l^yt. Hages 
Registration No.: 57,110 
LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 

KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK, LLP 
600 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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